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to assess the physical, functional, visual and intellectual integration by defining 

parameters from conservation and city planning literature. 

The results showed the significance of creating a city-scale integration assessment 

and strategy development for sustaining historical stratification. In ensuring the 

integration of historical stratification with the contemporary city, the main strategies 

are accessibility of the areas, their functionality prioritizing the use of the inhabitants, 

their visual perceptibility and their potential to provide information to the citizens. 

The proposed framework could contribute to further studies on the integration of 

historic layers with the contemporary city. 

Keywords: Multi-layered towns, Identity Areas, Integration assessment, Re-

integration Strategies, Ankara 
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Sonu­lar, tarihsel katmanlaĸmayē s¿rd¿rmek i­in ĸehir ºl­eĵinde bir b¿t¿nleĸme 

deĵerlendirmesi ve strateji geliĸtirme ­er­evesi oluĸturmanēn ºnemini ortaya 

­ēkarmēĸtēr. Tarihsel katmanlaĸmanēn g¿n¿m¿z kentiyle b¿t¿nleĸmesini saĵlamada 

alanlarēn eriĸilebilirliĵi, kentlinin kullanēmēnē ºn planda tutan iĸlevsellikleri, gºrsel 

olarak algēlanabilirliĵi ve kentliye bilgi saĵlayabilme potansiyelleri ºne ­ēkmaktadēr. 

¥nerilen ­er­eve, tarihsel katmanlaĸmanēn mevcut baĵlamla b¿t¿nleĸtirilmesine 

iliĸkin daha ileri ­alēĸmalara katkēda bulunabilir. 

Anahtar Kelimeler: ¢ok katmanlē kentler, Kimlik Alanlarē, B¿t¿nleĸme 

Deĵerlendirmesi, Yeniden B¿t¿nleĸme Stratejileri, Ankara 
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Therefore, providing the integrity of different parts of historic layers within each 

other and with the contemporary city is perceived as most important phenomena in 

conservation in order not to lose the deep historical characteristics of towns. 

Nevertheless, in most of the historically stratified towns, the integrity is not provided 

with the current components and the sustainability of historical stratification 

becomes a general problem. Because of the geo-political strategic location within the 

world, Anatolia has been also exposed to continuous habitation starting from the 

prehistoric ages. Therefore, in Anatolia, one can encounter the elements or traces of 

distinct historic layers which composes ñmulti-layered settlementsò (Bilgin Altēnºz, 

2018a). The disintegration problem is also faced in most of the multi-layered areas 

of Turkey because of so many causes that pave the way for the components of 

successive layers to be damaged and lost.  

To exemplify this, one of the most significant reasons is that, there is a lack of an 

upper scale strategic conservation planning approach with the vision of conservation 

and sustainability of multi-layeredness. Achieving and managing this vision and 

strategies requires a deep understanding and assessing distinct historic strata. To 

understand and assess the multi-layeredness, the creation of maps where all 

components of each strata are spatially visualized is required, which is missing in 

urban conservation management. In Turkey, the urban conservation area status is 

given to the area defined mostly as the historical commercial and residential core of 

the towns where just the previous layer is considered as heritage. However, the 

elements of historic periods are actually widely dispersed in the urban space beyond 

the urban conservation site borders. They sometimes have conservation site status 

on their own, fragmented and disintegrated from their surrounding context due to not 

planned in a holistic and integrated manner. The conservation projects also focus on 

a specific heritage element and try to develop decisions, without perceiving them as 

parts of historical and current urban context.  

Another reason is that, historical stratification is not seen as a value in upper-scale 

plans and there are no related articles in plan decisions for historical layers, which 

causes the elements of layers to be isolated and remain alienated without any re-
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When looking at the academic research, it is observed that most of the studies 

regarding the re-integration of cultural heritage into the current context are related to 

the archaeological layer, including mostly the Hellenistic, Roman, and Byzantine 

Periods, by referring to the term ñurban archaeologyò. Moreover, the academic 

studies focusing on multi-layeredness or historical stratification mostly focus on 

revealing and assessing the components and management of multi-layered towns by 

referring to conservation processes.  As a result, it is possible to consider the 

academic research related to this field in three different groups: The ones related to 

ñintegration of cultural heritage,ò ñmulti-layeredness,ò and ñarchaeological 

heritage.ò  

The studies regarding urban archaeology and multi-layered towns can be found in 

the studies of Boylu (1994), Bilgin (1996), Bilgin Altēnºz (2002), Belge (2004, 2005, 

2017) and Karabaĵ (2008). Additionally, Ayka­ (2008) and Taĸ­ē & Levi (2016) 

focused on the presentation approaches and principles for multi-layered towns. 

In her thesis, Boylu (1994) discussed the main requirements for the future and 

sustainability of urban archaeology and highlighted how to approach to multi-

layered towns to provide their integration to daily life and the importance of 

documentation and registration of urban archaeology.  

Bilgin (1996) also worked on urban archaeology in her MSc thesis with the case 

example of Bergama. She considered urban archaeology as a tool and method to 

define the future of multi-layered towns. Moreover, she highlights that urban 

archaeology is an important resource within itself that should guide the planning and 

conservation processes and the information gathered from urban archaeology must 

be used as a main tool for design. She revealed and evaluated the situation of 

historical stratification in Bergama and in Turkey in general, and provide some 

suggestion for the application of urban archaeology by focusing on important aspects 

and parameters regarding the topic. In 2002, she again approached historical 

stratification but this time she pointed out that the tools to assess the stratification 

was insufficient or inappropriate. By considering this, she developed a GIS-based 
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method to assess multi-layeredness. She highlighted that a GIS environment is 

effective enough to handle the complex data that multi-layered towns represent. 

Belge (2005 & 2017) studied Ķzmir multi-layered town in his MSc thesis and Tarsus 

in one of his research where the main focuses were similar. In his studies, he focused 

on revealing the historical layers by using the related resources to highlight the 

spatial development and buildings in each specific period. By utilizing GIS, he 

represented the spatial configurations of different layers and created an overlapped 

map of multi-layered areas. He defined different multi-layered character zones and 

suggested different intervention principles for each zone. This study demonstrates 

the importance of documentation to integrate urban archaeological heritage into city 

and conservation planning. 

Similar to Belge, Karabaĵ (2008) also worked on revealing the historical continuity 

and fragmentation in Ķzmir by defining vertical and horizontal connections of the 

layers by applying the method of urban archaeology. Then, she concluded some 

principles and strategies to sustain and transfer the integrated urban development of 

the city to the future.    

As mentioned before, the studies regarding the integration of cultural heritage are 

mostly related to the integration or incorporation of archaeological sites into daily 

life and current context, as can be seen in ¢alēĸkan and Hamamcēoĵlu Turan (2022), 

Rukavina, Ġĺitaroci & Loliĺ (2019), Kalpaklē (2019), Alpan (2005), Bayraktar & 

Kubat (2010), Mubaideen & Al Kurdi (2017), Mutlu (2012), ¥zcan (2017), 

Rukavina & Ġcitaroci (2017) and Williams (2014).  

Kalpaklē (2019) studied the integration of immovable cultural heritage into 

contemporary life in his MSc thesis by considering Ankara Castle as a case study. 

He highlighted that due to globalization and dis-unity within urban space, cultural 

heritage is becoming isolated and lost, which necessitates the importance of 

considering the integration concept regarding heritage. When considering the 

integration concept, he focused on economic, physical, and social aspects in order to 
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integrate the immovable cultural heritage areas to the contemporary urban life much 

better. 

Alpan (2005) analysed the importance of integration archaeological resources to the 

daily life. After analysing the importance of the subject in relation with 

sustainability, she developed criteria for integration of archaeological sources to 

todayôs context which were inferenced from examining successful European case 

examples. Then, she analysed the main conclusions from the other cases on the city 

of Tarsus to provide the integration of archaeological sources in that city. In the way 

she discussed the criteria of integration, it is alike with this thesisô aim. However, 

she did not focus on the multi-layeredness aspect of the city as a main topic. 

Moreover, when referring the integration, she followed a comparative analysis 

method between Tarsus with successful cases for each integration aspects she 

considered. 

Bayraktar and Kubat (2010) focused on the integration of archaeological parks to the 

urban layout in Ķstanbul. They firstly defined some criteria to be considered as an 

archaeological park. Then, they examined their spatial integration to the context by 

utilizing space syntax method. As a result, they developed a spatial proposal and 

worked on increasing this spatial integration with surrounding. The method 

highlighted in this study aimed at providing physical integration and is specific to 

archaeological parks.  

Mutlu (2012) studied on the integration of remains belonging to Roman Period with 

the contemporary context in Ulus/Ankara. She adopted the APPEAR1  method as a 

main framework and she ended up with a framework to analyse urban and 

architectural integration in the case study area. In accordance with the framework, 

                                                 

 

1 The Appear Project (2003-2005) proposes an integrated plan ensuring that the works that make the 

archaeological remains visible, understandable and impressive are carried out together with the 

efforts of their conservation, scientific use and harmony with the urban fabric. The enhancement 

projects defined by APPEAR method are focusing on some integration aspects, mostly the 

accessibility (Mutlu, 2012). 
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They also define the hierarchy between the integration parameters based on their 

importance. Finalizing their study, they provided a framework for parameters of 

integration. 

Finally, Etyemez (2011) focused on assessing the integration of historic layers with 

the contemporary context, considering the city of Amasya as a case study. She 

identified the visual, functional, social, physical, and managerial aspects to provide 

a basis for re-integration strategies for fragmented elements of the historical 

continuity. Considering this, she revealed and assessed the layers of the town and 

then assess their integration levels in aforementioned aspects. Then, she concluded 

with some possible re-integration strategies of multi-layered areas into contemporary 

city. By this way, this study is the most relevant study with the aim of this thesis.  

Regarding the conservation of Ankara's multi-layeredness, there is also some 

research in the literature. As mentioned, Mutlu (2012) studied the integration of 

archaeological remains into current life by focusing on Ankara as the case study area. 

In 2018, Tursun has studied understanding and assessing the multi-layeredness of 

Ankara, by revealing the problems and potentials within the H¿k¿met Square, and 

producing some strategies for the protection of multi-layered character. Ayhan 

Ko­yiĵit (2018) has introduced a systematic framework to reveal the evolution of 

public open spaces formed by historic layering, focusing on Ulus Square and 

surroundings in Ankara. By this way, she created an apporach for how to reveal the 

restitution of public open spaces as a base for their conservation. 

Yurdug¿zel (2017) has also studied Ankara in her PhD. Thesis by focusing on the 

integration of the social dimension of conservation into the practice. For this, she 

proposed a method for the documentation and evaluation of the physical and social 

stratification in multi-layered towns in order to contribute to the conservation 

processes. She revealed the significance of the social dimension for the conservation 

decision-making by focusing on the users of the area. Kalpaklē (2019) has also 

focused on Ankara and the integrational dimensions of the current context for the 

conservation of cultural heritage by focusing on the Ankara castle and surroundings. 
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Therefore, although there is an already existing academic research regarding the 

topic, it still cannot be associated with the practice and planning. There is still a 

further need for a study to define an approach of re-integrating the historical layers 

of a multi-layered settlement to the current urban context by creating an effective 

integration assessment criterion by defining the indicators in urban planning and 

conservation literature. In that way, the multi-layeredness topic could be more 

interrelated with planning discipline and practice. Also, as mentioned, most of the 

literature studies focus on a single historical layer ïmostly archaeologic layer- in 

their re-integration strategies. In addition, the studies for integration of multi-layered 

settlements only consider multi-layered zones, but they do not focus on the necessity 

of integration within each layer in itself. As a result, there are some missing points 

in the literature on aforementioned aspects and this study could contribute to the 

multi-layeredness literature which still needs to be developed. 

1.2  Aim and Scope of the Thesis 

Within this framework mentioned above, the main purpose of this thesis is 

understanding and assessing the integrations of the components of different periods 

to current urban context in both vertically and horizontally terms, which are scattered 

around different parts of the city in such multi-layered cities and have survived in 

different levels of integrity, as a base for re-integration strategies. In line with this, 

firstly there is a need to comprehend the historical layers of the town. Within this 

scope, because the profession of the author is urban and conservation planning, it is 

not possible to produce information regarding the elements of historic layers because 

producing information about historic layers is a matter of expertise. Information from 

different sources produced by different disciplines is brought together and how are 

their integration status in today's context is actually searched for. In line with urban 

planning expertise, existing knowledge will be compiled and spatially represented to 

understand and evaluate multi-layeredness.  
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In addition, to assess the integration of historical layers within the current context, 

existing information in urban planning and conservation literature is used as a basis 

to define an assessment methodology on a city and urban scale. However, when 

considering the integration concept, it is important to note that it has so many 

dimensions like functional, physical, visual, social and so on. However, within the 

thesisô scope, as it searches for a city-scale integration, assessing social integrity is 

not possible. Therefore, the social integration aspect is omitted when conducting this 

thesis. 

For the case study, it is not aimed at evaluating the urban planning and conservation 

processes as ñpositiveò or ñnegativeò. All the information that comes from 

conservation and planning history and archaeological surveys is used to better 

analyze the change and evolution of multi-layeredness to define the continuity and 

fragmentation areas, which is essential for understanding and assessing multi-

layeredness. 

With this main aim, this thesis mainly answers the following questions. 

¶ How can historical stratification be understood, evaluated and integrated into 

decision-making processes? 

¶ How can the integration be measured and how can the integration criteria be 

defined for the interventions that will be made?  

¶ How is the current situation regarding the integration of the remains of 

historical periods within each other and with contemporary context in 

Ankara, and what are their integration problems and potentials? 

¶ How can the fragmented traces of Ankara's historical stratification be re-

integrated to the current context? 

The scope of the thesis is limited to identifying factors affecting physical, functional, 

visual and intellectual integrity of the identity areas of each historic period and multi-

layeredness. Considering this, the current situations of the areas are taken into 

consideration by analyzing the initial components, changes and current components 

of the areas. However, while analyzing these changes, the factors affecting the areas 





 

 

 

 

14 

stratification. As integration has different meanings and implications in heritage 

conservation and urban design/city planning, concepts are discussed under both 

topics to determine the parameters or indicators of integration in physical, functional, 

visual, and intellectual terms. In addition to that, the previous research that dealt with 

the integration of heritage places into the current context is also studied, and the main 

focuses, approaches, and findings are also represented in this study.  

In order to provide a systematic framework for integration, international charters and 

documents related to urban conservation and planning and urban archaeology are 

examined. During this process, a project named as ñAPPEAR2ò was confronted 

which proposed guiding principles and method for improvement projects for the 

archaeological sites, mostly focusing on the integration aspects of them with the 

contemporary environment. In this APPEAR Project, to achieve the improvement of 

archaeological sites, not only the presentation and protection of archaeological 

heritage but also their integration to the current urban context that they live in were 

accepted as a general framework. As a result, this project is examined in detail in 

order to reveal the overall approach to integration and find out the parameters of 

physical, visual, functional, and intellectual integration that are guiding the 

development strategies for integration. 

In accordance with all the articles, international documents, and conservation 

charters examined for integrity and integration concepts as discussed above, the 

indicators of physical, visual, functional and intellectual integration are found out, 

and a framework was created to analyze whether these indicators are present on the 

site and how can the integration levels be created and assessed on site based on these 

indicators. It is significant to note that, as there are multiple parameters related to 

different scales of the urban fabric, the integration assessment framework is created 

considering different scales. These are wider context, surrounding context, inner 

                                                 

 

2 The extended version of APPEAR Project is as follows: Accessibility Projects: Sustainable 

Preservation and Enhancement of Urban Subsoil Archaeological Remains 
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Furthermore, according to the Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape 

(hereafter HUL) released by UNESCO (2011), this term is defined as: 

ñThe historic urban landscape is the urban area understood as the result of a 

historic layering of cultural and natural values and attributes, extending 

beyond the notion of ñhistoric centerò or ñensembleò to include the broader 

urban context and its geographical setting.ò 

Therefore, because one of the most important aspects of HULs is layering, it is also 

mentioned to some extent in the theoretical section. 

As the assessments and strategies regarding integration and multi-layeredness are 

place-specific, the second major part of the thesis is developed on understanding the 

characteristics of Ankara with a holistic manner. As Jiang, Zhou, Han, and Ikebe 

(2022) mention, ñéThis layering requires an understanding of the entire urban area 

as the cumulative result of human creation in different periods, and requires that 

attention be paid to dynamic continuity in time and space in the process of studying 

cities.ò 

This implies extensive research about distinct components of Ankara in different 

periods in order to understand its multi-layered character and evaluate its integration 

levels within themselves and with contemporary city. To fully comprehend the 

historic stratification and the multi-layered areas, it is necessary to utilize a 

diachronic analysis and mapping method, proposed by Bilgin Altēnºz (2002). 

According to Bilgin Altēnºz (1996), the mapping method which focuses on plano-

volumetric view of urban configuration enables an overall understanding of the 

historical continuity which gives the place its value as it reveals both vertical and 

horizontal development of towns. As a result, diachronic mapping technique is 

utilized in order to reveal each strata of Ankara.  

In order to map the historic layers, different maps produced in various research were 

found out and used as basemaps, and georeferenced in Geographic Information 
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Systems environment. The maps used for digitization in GIS environment are as 

follows: 

For the Pre-Historic Period: 

-Iron Age and Phrygian Era Map and the Phrygian and Tumuli Finds in the 

close vicinity of Ankara Map produced by Aydēn et al., 2005. 

-The locations of Phrygian finds and hypothetical settlement map and The 

Western Tumuli areas together with the topography, rivers and waterways 

map produced by Alanyalē Aral, 2017. 

For the Antique Period of Ankara 

-The Roman Period Edifices of Ankara which have survived and are lost in 

contemporary city map by Kadēoĵlu et al., 2011. 

-The Roman cemetery areas map by Aydēn et al., 2005. 

-The Roman Period edifices and hypothetical city Area map by Ayhan 

Ko­yiĵit, 2018. 

For the Late Antique Period of Ankara: 

-The Byzantine Period edifices and hypothetical city Area map by Ayhan 

Ko­yiĵit, 2018. 

-The close surroundings of Ankara in the Byzantine period map by Aydēn et 

al., 2005. 

For the Turkish-Islamic Period of Ankara: 

-1924 map of Ankara (obtained from Middle East Technical University, City 

Planning Department, Maps, Plans and Documentation Archive (hereafter 

METU MPDA). 

-The land uses drawn over the 1924 map of Ankara by Mēh­ēoĵlu Bilgi, 2010. 
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-The Seljukid and Ottoman hypothetical settled area maps produced by 

Ayhan Ko­yiĵit, 2018. 

-Chronologic map showing the historic periods of the main edifices in Ankara 

by Aydēn et al., 2005 

-The Registration Sheets obtained from Ankara Metropolitan Municipality 

For the Republican Period of Ankara: 

-The 1942 Ankara Aerial Photos (obtained from METU MPDA) 

The 1960 Map of Ankara produced by General Directorate of Maps (obtained 

from METU MPDA) 

-The 1970 Basemaps of Ankara in three different sections (obtained from 

METU MPDA) 

-The 1/8000 Scaled Ankara Map dated to 1944 (obtained from VEKAM 

Archive) 

-The largest borders map of Atat¿rk Forest Farm (hereafter AFF) by ¢avdar 

Sert, 2017 

-The borders and usages of Etimesgut Sugar Factory map by ¥zt¿rk, 2019 

 

The analysis regarding Ankara is not limited to revealing the layers. In order to 

analyze the complex dynamics of each period that a town possesses, historical 

background, socio-cultural characteristics, urban development and configuration of 

town, and planning processes were examined. Additionally, because the aim of thesis 

is assessing the integrities of different layers with current context, the current context 

is also revealed at the end of the case study research part with its all multi-layered 

components. Also, in the current context, the indicators of integration that is found 

out from the literature survey was searched in order to evaluate the integration levels 

and reveal the continuity and fragmentation areas. Based on the continuity and 
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Figure 1.2. The city scale subjected to the General Assessment of Integration 

(source: Google Maps) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1.3. The urban scale for multi-layered area subjected to the Extended 

Assessment of Integration (source: Google Maps) 
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In line with the analysis conducted in Ankara, the evaluation of integration is 

conducted. For the aforementioned wider scale, the city scale indicators of 

integration which were found out from literature review are examined to assess the 

levels of integration. This scale is mostly important to integrate the traces or 

components of different layers within themselves in order to highlight these periods. 

Afterwards, the integration level is determined. For evaluation of the other scale, the 

urban-scale aspects of integration are assessed to understand the integration levels. 

This scale is mostly important to integrate the traces or components of multi-

layeredness with current context. Considering the analysis and evaluation regarding 

integration of distinct layers among each other and with todayôs Ankara, strategies 

and proposals are created for survival and historical continuity of each strata for the 

stated aim. 

To gather the necessary information about the historical periods of Ankara, various 

documents like books, articles, archives, old city maps were examined. Also, the 

work of art of the ancient writers like Strabo were also examined to grasp information 

related to ancient period. Additionally, to reveal the archaeological layer better, past 

and ongoing archaeological surveys were also searched. Additionally, to understand 

the change and evolution reasons in the layers and their legal state that can affect the 

possible integration strategy, some planning processes and decisions were analyzed 

in a general manner. Moreover, necessary information and documents were collected 

from Ankara Ministry of Culture and Tourism, together with the Culture Inventory 

Map in the ministryôs website, where the periodical information of cultural assets in 

Ankara was represented. Old and current photographs of cultural assets in different 

layers were also used. Aerial photographs taken from METU MPDA were also used 

as a source to detect continuities and changes in urban configuration and layers. 

In the preparation of diachronic map for each strata including current context, the 

elements were represented based on the source the information about is found by 

utilizing GIS. The sources are defined as the physical existence or traces, 

archaeological excavations, old maps, photographs from past times, ancient writers, 

academic sources like articles or previous theses, and travelersô drawings. 
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Accordingly, the visualization of edifices was classified as ñedifices which their 

location is exactly known because of the physical traces survived todayò and 

ñedifices which their locations are not precisely known but the information is 

gathered from historical sources or researchesò. For the preparation of plano-

volumetric maps and storing information regarding the edifices, GIS is used which 

works with spatially projected data enabling overlapping of different layers. Also, in 

the database, name, category, function, period and existence of the edifice were also 

entered. Likewise, for the identity areas, category, function, existence, physical and 

functional continuity levels, physical, functional, visual, intellectual integration 

levels were also entered to the database. All these processes revealed the historic 

layers and multi-layeredness, and the integrity problems with the current context, in 

line with the stated aim and scope. 
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design also respects the requirements of conservation as it leads the sustainability of 

the heritage asset for future generations.  

Feilden and Jokhiletto (1998) also signifies the term ñnew potential unityò in their 

integrity definitions. According to them, through different periods of time, a heritage 

source may become a part of the novel whole where its unity with its context is 

established, and these types of changes also add value to the urban space since they 

are natural consequences of historical stratigraphy. The re-integration interventions 

should be in line with protecting the mentioned potential unity. (Feilden & Jokhiletto, 

1998) 

Within a historic timeline, there are different phases of which the heritage asset is 

created, the time in between the past and present, and the current time where the 

heritage asset changed due to the use, natural conditions or other reasons. These 

changes in the defined historic timeline are also components of historical 

stratification. Additionally, since these changes are resulted from a variety of factors 

such as social, cultural, natural, economic and so on, these aspects are also important 

to be comprehended to understand the change (Feilden & Jokhiletto, 1998). 

The integrity concept is also dominantly discussed in conservation charters and 

conventions since very long time. According to the World Heritage Operational 

Guidelines (2005), the requirements of a property to be included to the World 

Heritage List are as follows (par. 88):  

Integrity is a measure of the wholeness and intactness of the natural and/or 

cultural heritage and its attributes. Examining the conditions of integrity 

requires assessing the extent to which the property:  

a) includes all elements necessary to express its outstanding universal value; 

b) is of adequate size to ensure the complete representation of the features 

and processes that convey the significance,  

c) suffers from adverse effects of development and / or neglect. 
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years. Likewise, ñarchaeological stratificationò refers to the stratification of visible 

cultural or natural debris layers over one another through time (Lee, 2016). In this 

case, ñtimeò is relatively limited than the time mentioned for geological 

stratification, which is perhaps hundreds or thousands of years.  

Including different types of ñlayeringò, as an umbrella term, ñlayered landscapeò 

concept emerged that is used by geologists and archaeologists in 19th century. As 

mentioned above, both professions used this term to reveal the stratification of the 

sediments -from the geological perspective-, or buried landscapes -from 

archaeological perspective-. Through a time sequence, the sediments or the buried 

remains belonging to distinct periods accumulate on top of each other and enable 

this layering. 

As the major type considering the scope of the thesis, another type of stratification 

is ñurban stratificationò which is associated with urban landscapes subjected to 

continuous or uninterrupted habitation that results in representing traces of various 

periods with different cultures. Similar with the geological or archaeological 

stratification, the physically available products like monuments, buildings, spaces of 

different time periods accumulate as horizontally or vertically, creating unique urban 

textures. Therefore, by considering the term ñurban stratificationò, ñmulti-layered 

townò represents the town that has been uninterruptedly inhabited throughout 

distinct time periods, where the inhabitation still continues today (Bilgin Altēnºz, 

2002). In stratified urban contexts, different traces of stratifications co-exist. A trace 

of a period exists together with the traces of the other remains belonging to other 

periods, resulting in stratification in urban context. 

A town / city embodies a number of meanings that inevitably change or evolve 

through time. Old parts might disappear and new fragments start emerging on the 

same urban space. According to Yourcenar (1992), change through time cannot be 

perceived only as a negative thing, by stating those words:  

Some of these alterations are sublime. To that beauty imposed by the human 

brain, by an epoch, or by a particular form of society, they add an involuntary 
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-acquiring a comprehensive knowledge related to the heritage and comprehending 

the factors affecting the emergence of heritage aspects 

-pinpointing the main principles regarding the emergence of a historical fabric or a 

single building 

-discovering the former usages, functional organizations, and their design aspects 

forming the urbanïarchitectural heritage to enable proper interventions and policy 

decisions (UNEP, 1988). 

Besides the understanding of a single historical period, understanding the relations 

between them is also key to fully comprehending the historical continuity. The 

associations among the elements that form the urban structure in a specific period 

and the components of the urban structure in the previous and following periods 

might be only a physical relationship where ñthe architectural layers produced touch 

each other but do not informò (Boyer, 1994; as cited in Bilgin Altēnºz, 2021, p.107). 

The relationship among the layers might also be both physical and semantic 

integration that is resulted from the transformations and reuses throughout historical 

continuity.  

Boyer (1994) also states that the urge to integrate the traces of former historical 

layers to the contemporary one stems from the desire to perceive the city in a 

harmonious and integrated way (as cited in Bilgin Altēnºz, 2021). In this way, the 

former remains become an integral part of the novel context. Otherwise, the traces 

of historical layers stand on their own, isolated and disintegrated with the 

contemporary urban space which decreases their value and conservation. In those 

stratified urban contexts, sometimes the traces exist together without a meaningful 

relation with each other, but sometimes they are re-shaped to have a new integrity 

with the new context.  

In addition to reflecting that cities are living organisms with the historical continuity; 

traces of historical period layers contain many values that assign cultural significance 

of urban context. They inevitably carry age value that is the inevitable result of the 
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ñ(a) The on-site analysis which includes: 

- measurements, graphical presentations and archictectural surveys, in the scale best 

suited to the subject of the study; 

- comments on different historic phases and related methods of consequences, and 

on various previous restoration interventions 

(b) Analysis of available documentation: 

- collection of written historic sources; 

- collection of graphical documents; 

- collection of archaeological, topographic epigraphic and numismatic data; 

- studies in the domain of architecture, art history, sociology and economy; 

- in presenting the evolution phases, sources, types and authenticity of the collected 

information  

(c) Analysis of all the factors which influenced the urban and architectural 

development: 

- natural factors; 

- human factors (socio-economic, demographic, etc.); 

- legal factors; 

- political factors; 

- exceptional factors; 

- architectural styles and models of different epochs; 

- technological factors; etc.ò 

 

(UNEP 1988, p.343) 
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expand through. Understanding these types of boundaries facilitate the 

comprehension of the evolution of the multi-layered town and its components 

throughout the history. 

At this point, it is important to discuss the way of representing the elements of 

historic layers. In an urban context, there are so many analysis techniques that is 

depending on the scale of concern.  An urban analysis may include all buildings, all 

building plots and all streets within a defined urban context. However, another urban 

analysis for the exactly same context may include just the monumental buildings, 

important green areas and major street axis and so forth. Therefore, it is important to 

decide the way of the analysis which best fits the scope of the study regarding multi-

layered towns.  

This situation is best described by Karl Kropf and his concept of ñlevel of 

resolutionò. According to Kropf, urban built form can be perceived at distinct levels 

depending on its level of resolution. Different resolutions of analysis have distinct 

content with different levels of detail of information (as cited in Osmond, 2009, p.7). 

When the resolution decreases, the detail decreases and thus, the elements that is 

searched for might differ from the one with high resolution. Therefore, depending 

on the scale of geographical space that is looked for, the components of the urban 

analysis change together with its detailing, although the elements of the town remain 

exactly the same. 
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to each other by transportation network. Throughout history, the position and role of 

settlements within a wider context of web of settlements has been very effective in 

determining their urban configuration and evolutions. An analysis with this 

geographic level enables the researcher to represent the role of the city within the 

wider context it belongs to, by considering their closeness to each other and to major 

transportation networks. 
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The discussed geographic spaces are very significant in documenting the historic 

layers and existing situation of the town. Nevertheless, when the focus of the study 

is to integrate the extant values of urban layers into the present day, firstly these areas 

that contains the traces of historic periods should be found. Within this investigation, 

the priority should be identifying the zones consisting the structures that best reflect 

the characteristics of each period, important open spaces and main axes that are also 

associated with main functions and socio-cultural aspects of the cities. After 

investigating these zones witnessing historical continuity, the evaluation of the 

integration of these areas with the current urban context necessitates a detailed 

analysis including building block organization. 

Since the integration of the traces of each layer with each other and with current 

context is discussed for ñcity scaleò, it is appropriate to examine the settlement layout 

organization for each historic layer. However, just analyzing the settlement area and 

boundary is not enough without examining the core elements of the city for all 

periods as they are the major aspects that should be re-integrated. The main 

components of each historic layer; i.e. the character defining features must also be 

highlighted. According to Kropf (1993), the notion of ñhistoric townò is not merely 

related to the past events that town witnessed but it is also evident in its physical 

aspects that exists on the urban space. 

The building or street, as a direct result of the act, can be taken to refer to the 

time in which it occurred. Buildings and streets are signs referring to 

particular events. The history of a town is thus written in its fabric (Kropf, 

1993, p.255). 

In addition to that, the more going deeper into and distinguish the urban form and 

architecture that forms the city layout, the more association of the urban components 

with their periods of origin like Roman, Medieval, Modern could be possible. 

According to Kropf (1993), buildings and streets are the most important elements of 

urban form that enables observers to make these kinds of associations and feel the 
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components are overlapped with each other where the top-most layer is the 

contemporary layer, the areas where everything intersects -planovolumetric view of 

the city- are defined as ñidentity areasò in urban archaeology profession. Shortly, 

these are the representative areas of the multi-layered character of the city the best.  

On the other side, each layer can have identity areas within themselves. In this case, 

the areas that represent its ñperiodò the best in terms of functional and physical 

characteristics and importance are called as identity areas. This time, the components 

of the town that functioned as ñsymbolsò for its period are taken into consideration. 

In most cases, the major components of historical stratas are the monumental 

buildings that can be understood as representatives, the main streets, natural features 

that are regarded as thresholds and as such. It is noteworthy that in both cases, 

defining identity areas in the townscape requires a deep understanding of each 

historical period. Also, while some of the layers manifest themselves in the form of 

monuments as identity zones, some other layersô identity zones can emerge as areas 

or neighborhoods within the contemporary urban context (Eren, 2023). 

To exemplify multi-layered cities, Rome is a very good example where different 

periods are perceived both horizontally and vertically in urban space. There are so 

many assets or areas characterized by different layers such as Collosseum, Circo 

Massimo, Pantheon, Crypta Balbi, areas of medieval churches and palaces, Piazza 

della Republica and as such. Some areas of current context represent some traces 

from distinct periods, and some areas represent all periods giving hints about 

continuous habitation for so long (Figure 2.4). 

With a similar approach, by taking the aforementioned elements of urban 

configuration into consideration, mapping of all historic layers and juxta-positioning 

them to acquire the plano-volumetric view of the town is essential in order to deal 

with the complex relations of multi-layeredness. By this way, the multi-layered areas 

and the evolution of them through time can be examined with a proper 

documentation, including significant buildings, street axis, open areas, city walls and 

as such. 
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archaeology of urban context started to be thought and evaluated with and for the 

people who are in connection with them. As a result, re-integration of the remains 

from different layers with the current cultural, physical, social,  and economic 

aspects of the city became an important issue of urban archaeology. 

Although the re-integration issues become hot topic after 2000s, it has already been  

partially discussed in several Recommendations and Charters in Conservation 

literature. The focuses and approaches to integration differs, but they together 

constitute the basic principles for the re-integration of the heritage into the 

contemporary context. The discussions started with the Vienna Recommendation3 

whose main focus is finding new usages to heritage places who could not perform 

their original functions anymore (Council of Europe, 1965). 

Following this, in 1967, the Norms of Quito4 was organized by the Organization of 

American States, where the subject was increasing the functionality of the heritage 

assets by means of their optimum usage, in line with the character of the place. In 

addition, Council of Europe (1975) also gives importance on the term ñintegrated 

conservationò by emphasizing the utilisation and adaptation of heritage places for 

the necessities of the current society, in both ñResolution R (76) 28, Concerning the 

Adaptation of Laws and Regulations to the Requirements of Integrated Conservation 

of the Architectural Heritageò, and in the ñDeclaration of Amsterdamò in 1975. 

ñRecommendation Concerning the Safeguarding and Contemporary Role of Historic 

Areasò (UNESCO, 1976) also emphasizes the integration of cultural heritage into 

the current societal life. The Recommendation especially highlights that ñthe 

surroundingò environment of the heritage is inseparable, so the surrounding area and 

its components should also be taken into account in the reintegration interventions. 

                                                 

 

3 Vienna Recommendation, Finding New Uses for Monuments in Their Natural or Aesthetic 

Surroundings, which are of Cultural Interest but no longer Fulfill their Original Purposes (Council 

of Europe, 1965, p.43). 
4 The Norms of Quito, Final Report of the Meeting on the Preservation and Utilization of 

Monuments and Sites of Artistic and Historical Value. 
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The discussions of integration in conservation literature still continue as the issue 

becomes important to sustain the significant role and character of the heritage places 

constituting the essential value of the multi-layered settlements. Besides the charters 

and documents, there are some studies focusing on the integration of cultural heritage 

with contemporary context. For instance, the APPEAR project (will be discussed 

later in detailed) is mostly focused on the visual and physical integration aspects of 

archaeological heritage to contemporary context by highlighting the access, visibility 

and presentation conditions. 

Accordingly, it can be deducted that for the re-integration of heritage with 

contemporary life, the essential aspects are physical, functional, visual and 

intellectual which is in line with the thesisô scope. Under these main headings, it is 

significant to find out the main parameters that are affecting the aspects of 

integration. Finding out the concepts and parameters help developing an integration 

assessment method to understand the degrees of integration. 

2.2.2.1 Aspects and Paramters of Integration Derived from the Literature 

In line with the major issues discussed in the literature related to integration of 

cultural heritage to contemporary context, the major aspects were determined as 

physical, functional, visual and intellectual integration within the scope of the thesis. 

It can be concluded that, in order for people to conserve the place, they should 

physically and visually access to the place and the heritage values associated with, 

and they should use it as part of their daily lives. Additionally, they should be aware 

of the history, significance and values associated with the place. 

As a result, it is significant to insert the site into its contemporary setting by enabling 

connections with the other structures of the city. While providing such connections 

with the urban environment, physical integration to the setting regarding 

accessibility to the area, functionality of such heritage areas and the necessities of 

visual relations should be considered (Asensio et al., 2006).  
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APPEAR Project proposed a system where the exterior environment, interface 

between the heritage site and urban environment and the interior of the heritage site 

itself is considered. This proposal is valid for a building or a single archaeological 

heritage site. When the scope is a site with different heritage components subjected 

to integration, it is significant to consider distinct dimensions with regards to 

different scales of urban environment. As a result, in this thesis, the integration 

aspects are analyzed through these scales: wider urban context, nearby context, intra 

and relation with other components. 

Within the wider urban context, the location of the remains affects their integration 

into the contemporary setting as it determines the closeness of the remains to the 

historic center or touristic destination points that affect the physical presence of the 

people in the setting. The locational characteristics affect the frequency of the usage, 

the accessibility and the perception of the heritage places in general. Rukavina et al. 

(2019), Ayka­ (2008), and Mutlu (2012) state that significant integration aspects 

such as usage, accessibility and frequency of visitors, maintenance activities etc. of 

the heritage places are adversely affected if the siteôs location is outside the central 

or touristic zones of the cities. Such adverse situations could bring about the 

negligence, isolation, and abandonment of heritage places. As a result, locational 

characteristics are important for the physical, functional, visual, and intellectual 

integrity of the site to their contexts. 

Another important aspect for the physical relationship with the setting of heritage is 

associated with the texture characteristics and perception of the setting. 

Accordingly, the built environments can be defined as homogeneous texture 

containing dense heritage assets, heterogeneous texture containing medium density 

of heritage assets, and scattered assets that do not have texture characteristics (Bilgin 

Altēnºz, 2018b). Likewise, ¢alēĸkan and Hamamcēoĵlu Turan (2022) claims that the 

physical perception of the setting as a ñhistoricò or ñheritageò place is also significant 

for their integration. The perception is dependent on the settingôs characteristics 

defined by the study of Bilgin Altēnºz (2018b). 
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For instance, Council of Europe (1985), in one of the recommendations8, put 

emphasis on supporting the private owners of the heritage sites to allow access of 

public in order to share the values associated with the site. Rukavina et al. (2018) 

also states that the siteôs integration becomes easier if the site is publicly owned as 

the private ownership requires different measures such as specific agreements and 

allowances for visits and so forth.  

Moreover, the type of accessibility is important.  Heritage assets may be directly 

accessed from a public space such as from a park, square or street, may be indirectly 

accessed from a semi-public space, or it may be indirectly accessed from a building 

which creates some obstacles to accessibility and perceptibility. (Asensio et al., 

2006). Direct access improves the chance for physical integration since it means that 

the heritage asset is not isolated but physically accessed easily. Related to the type 

of access discussions, having physical barriers around the asset/site is also a very 

disintegrating factor both physically and visually. In the Deliverable 20 of APPEAR 

Project (Asensio et al., 2006), removing the barriers both physical and mentally is 

discussed as one of the objectives for integration.  

The mental barriers discussed above are related to ñcontrol of accessò which 

includes charge of access and limited access hours. According to Valetta Principles 

(Council of Europe, 1992), and Salalah Guidelines (ICOMOS, 2017), opening up the 

sites to the public without any restriction should be ensured to provide abundant 

users of the place and to raise awareness related to cultural diversity and values of 

the places. The entrance fees and limited working hours control people's access, and 

it is better for integration if a cultural heritage place allows unrestricted access if the 

physical condition and integrity allow (Rukavina et al., 2018). 

                                                 

 

8 Resolutions of the 2nd European Conference of Responsible for the Architectural Heritage, 

Resolution no: 2, On the Promotion of the Architectural Heritage in Socio-Cultual Life and as a 

Factor in the Quality of Life (1985, p.293) 
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meaningful connections and associations between the heritage areas, by considering 

the approach ñthe city as a museum of museumsò (Asensio et al., 2006). 

The same approach of considering the integration aspects at different scales can also 

apply to the functional integration aspects since integrated conservation emphasizes 

the togetherness of heritage places and their settings as inseparable components that 

should feed each other. Accordingly, the general land-use charcteristics of the 

setting affect the heritage asset. For instance, the historic core of a city is 

characterized by various functions and users supporting the vitality of the place, 

while the new residential place is neither considered as heritage nor a vital place that 

eventually have and effect on the vitality of the heritage place (Rukavina et al., 2018). 

While land use characteristics and functionality of the setting affects the different 

types of usages and thus the distinct user profile in the area, economic characteristic 

is also another aspect to be considered that is related to the overall economic level of 

users and the activities they are engaged in as it is highly related to their perspective 

on and participation in conservation. 

Besides the functional requirements of the space itself, the surroundings are also 

effective in the integrational factors of cultural heritage. For this, ñRecommendation 

Concerning the Safeguarding and Contemporary Role of Historic Areasò (section 2, 

Article 4) states that any kind of use in the surrounding context who might affect the 

authenticity of heritage source adversely should be eliminated from the context 

(UNESCO, 1976). As a result, the surroundings of cultural heritage should support 

and should be concerning the heritage resource. Additionally, there should be some 

regulations controlling the land-use, density and the volume of activities in the 

vicinity of heritage ares in order to decrease their possible adverse affects on cultural 

heritage and usability of them. (Organization of American States, 1967). 

For the surrounding relations, not only the compatibility of functions but also the 

qualities of the built -up and open spaces are important. Additionally, the presence 

of open public spaces in close relation to the heritage place contribute to their 

integration with the context since they create opportunities for people to gather. 
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character of the place and inevitably turn into single-function areas like tourism 

instead of being used in daily life. This type of a change does not consider the values 

of the heritage area and makes the places disintegrated from daily life. As a result, 

new functions should be carefully assessed to those places.   

Washington Charter argues that ñnew functions and activities should be compatible 

with the character of the historic town or urban areaò (ICOMOS, 1987, p.322). In 

addition to that, not only being compatible with the surrounding historical character 

but also being compatible with the traditional activities that were contributing the 

daily activities of inhabitants is also significant. According to the ñRecommendation 

Concerning the Safeguarding and Contemporary Role of Historic Areasò, the re-

functionalization should consider the compatibility with the specific character of 

heritage places (UNESCO, 1976). In addition, the citizens are the ones who will use 

the re-functionalized heritage assets or areas. Therefore, the assigned functions need 

to consider the social, cultural, and economic necessities of the surrounding 

inhabitants. 

Therefore, compatibility with original usage is an important issue to be considered 

while assessing a new function. According to Valetta Principles (ICOMOS, 2011), 

there should be some requirements for the assignment of new activities. These are 

the user density, the duration of the usage, the compatibility of the proposed 

usage with the surrounding existing functions and the effect of the proposed function 

on the traditional activities (ICOMOS, 2011). In addition to that, besides socio-

cultural expectations from the heritage places, they should contribute to urban 

vitality by contributing to local economic activities throughout the day (Alpan, 

2005). 

For the re-functioning of such heritage places, understanding the expectations of the 

experiencers since they are the ones who will use the place is important. Researches 

show that for the visitors of heritage sites, entertainment, and education purposes are 

one of the most significant expectations of visitors (Kempiak et al., 2017). Therefore, 

besides entertainment, the heritage places should also include some activities 
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interrelated with other assets in the same historical layer or the other layers by 

supporting each other in functional means. 

Visual integration of heritage assets into the contemporary context is also discussed 

with the concepts ñvisibilityò, ñperceptibilityò, and ñvisual attractivenessò. 

Similar to the other aspects of integration, it is possible to define different scales 

since the wider and surrounding context characteristics also affect the integration 

states of heritage assets. If the context in which heritage is located is deteriorated in 

visual sense, even the character of the monuments might be lost (Council of Europe, 

1975). As a result, specific attention should be given to the wider context's visual 

characteristics that could contribute to the heritage. Additionally, the environments 

of heritage places should be identical and qualified by the removal of visual 

distractions such as exposed electricity and telephone poles, large-scale and low-

quality commercial and advertising signs, low-quality street furniture, and so forth. 

All these elements should be highly qualified and harmonized with the heritage 

(UNESCO, 1976). 

In addition, Bilgin Altēnºz (2018b) defines the relationship of the heritage asset with 

its context based on the qualifications of the context. They defined different degrees 

of relations such as ñwithin a qualified settingò, ñadjacent to a qualified settingò, ñin 

strong visual relation with a qualified urban settingò, ñin an ordinary settingò and so 

forth. The visual qualifications of the context is determinant in the integration of the 

heritage asset. 

The visibiltiy of the heritage asset is also related to the visual relationships it sets 

with it setting. For instance, due to the attributes that the wider context enables such 

as geography, topography, and so forth, the heritage asset may represent a visual 

reference point for most parts of the city (Asensio et al., 2006). If the heritage asset 

represent a visual reference point, the visual integration of it with its setting is 

provided as it is perceptible from most of the parts of the city. 

For the heritage assets to be perceptible from the surrounding, the nearby context 

should be visually coherent with the historic fabric or heritage asset. The insertion 
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Regarding the visibility and visual attractiveness of the heritage itself, there are some 

features of the site influencing them. Especially for the case of archaeological site, 

an exterior membrane around the site is preferred for preservation purposes. It not 

only decreases the physical integration of the heritage with their context but also 

might affect the perception negatively. As mentioned before, perceiving the heritage 

assets and areas from the public spaces enables to create some visual links between 

them and the people passing through. Therefore, this perception highly depends on 

whether the exterior membrane is transparent or not. The material of the fences 

around the heritage sites should be carefully chosen to provide visual contact with 

the heritage areas (Asensio et al., 2006; Rukavina et al., 2018). 

Although not mentioned much in the literature, the visual relationship of the 

heritage assets and areas with the street is also important for their perception. For 

instance, if the heritage site is located on top of a mound, the visibility from the street 

level decreases due to the mound's shape. Contrary to this situation, if a heritage 

place remains below the street level, it creates a bird-eye effect and increases the 

perceptibility of the area more. Therefore, depending on the leveling, there should 

be specific arrangements at the surrounding area to enhance better perception.  

 

Figure 2.5. Bird-eye Perception of Palombaro Lungo Remains in Matera-Italy (left) 

and Low Perception of Roman Bath Remains in Ankara (right) (taken by author) 
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information through the public spaces where inhabitants exist the most, the 

intellectual integration of heritage places into the contemporary context increases. 

Likewise, since the geographic setting, the surrounding context, and the heritage area 

are inseparable and integral components of the urban space, the interpretation 

activities should consider the setting and provide information for the relational 

aspects (ICOMOS, 2008). Ayka­ (2008) states that the information tools for multi-

layered towns have to be considered for multiple scales such as town, surrounding 

and building/heritage asset scale. For the town scale informational tools, the multi-

layeredness and different identity areas10 should be initiated at first glance to raise 

awareness of the citizens related to the cultural depthness of the city. The locational 

choice of these town scale information tools, and the unity among each other are very 

important (Ayka­, 2008). Mostly, it is better to choose specific locations where 

inhabitants and visitors are present the most. 

The interpretation should be communicating with the significance and values of the 

heritage places, as well as be communicating with different kinds of audiences 

(ICOMOS, 2006). Considering this, inclusivity  is essential in the heritage 

interpretation and presentation to transfer the values associated with them to the 

general public as much as possible. It is important to take into account that the public 

who visits or use the site is neither a specialized group nor homogeneous. As a result, 

interpretation should have variations and different  methods that can adapt to 

distinct circumstances and expectations. 

To transfer the values of the heritage place reliably and correctly, all successive 

periods contributing to the heritage asset should be identified and presented to the 

audience (ICOMOS, 2008). The accuracy of knowledge given in the interpretation 

                                                 

 

10 The term ñidentity areaò is mentioned in detail in Chapter 2.2.1 Understanding and Assessing 

Multi -layered Context 
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activities make the Circo Massimo re-integrated to the current life intellectually. 

Through augmented and virtual reality, the visitors can have unique experience 

where they can watch the chariot races. The presentation also includes 40 minutes of 

itinerary tour within the site to make inner circulation meaningful. This type of 

presentation enables cultural learning in educational and recreational terms which 

considers all age groups. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.7. Concerts held in Circo-Massimo in Rome ïtop- (source: the-

circuit.greasylake.org), Augmented and Virtual Reality enabling engagement of 

inhabitants ïbelow- (source: headout.com) 

 

Trajanôs Markets, which was the commercial area actively used in ancient Rome, 

also tried to re-integrate with the current life with contemporary usages. Currently, 

the area is re-utilized as a creative hub for artists where they can generate their works, 

by the ñLive Museum Live Changeò Project. In this way, people can access freely to 



https://web.uniroma1.it/saperi_co/live-museum-live-change-0
https://web.uniroma1.it/saperi_co/live-museum-live-change-0
https://traianolivemuseum.com/
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Figure 2.9. Restaurants within the remains of Taraccoôs Circus where people can 

fully experience heritage (source: Tarragona Experience Website: 

https://www.tarragonaexperience.com/en/2015/12/11/restaurants-full -of-heritage-

meals-and-drinks-surrounded-by-imperial-tarracos-remains/) 

 

Guildhall Art Gallery of London, located on top of the Ancient Roman Theatre, is 

another successful example for integrating historic layers to the current context. 

During the construction works of the gallery, the Theatre remains were found and 

directed the design perspectives of the new building. As a result, the Roman Theatre 

of London became a focus for educational and interactive attraction point for 

inhabitants. Although it completely remains beneath the Guildhall Yard surface, the 

pavement's design gives hints about the plan view of the discovered theatre which is 

projected through the surface and made distinguishable with the use of dark stones. 

In this way, before entering the Gallery, the inhabitants can understand how 

enormous and impressive the theatre was in ancient times (Britain Express Website, 

n.d., last accessed: July 20, 2024.) 

https://www.tarragonaexperience.com/en/2015/12/11/restaurants-full-of-heritage-meals-and-drinks-surrounded-by-imperial-tarracos-remains/
https://www.tarragonaexperience.com/en/2015/12/11/restaurants-full-of-heritage-meals-and-drinks-surrounded-by-imperial-tarracos-remains/


https://www.britainexpress.com/London/roman-amphitheatre.htm
https://www.britainexpress.com/London/roman-amphitheatre.htm
https://www.english-heritage.org.uk/visit/places/chester-roman-amphitheatre/
https://www.visitcheshire.com/things-to-do/roman-amphitheatre-chester-p22631
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As can be deduced from distinct examples throughout the world, the heritage assets 

can be reintegrated with the contemporary lives of people if access, functionalities, 

perceptibility and presentation to raise awareness are achieved. The aforementioned 

world examples also support and match with the literature findings from various 

sources. Nevertheless, it is imporant to highlight that both the literature and the re-

integration strategies of the world are prioritizing the archaeological layer. By 

considering the main concepts discussed, similar strategies can also be utilized for 

other historic layers to provide re-integration of them with todayôs context. 

2.3 Proposal of a Framework to Understand and Assess the Integrity of 

Historical Layers in Multi -layered Towns 

In line with all discussions related to historical layers, identity areas, and integration 

aspects, a two-folded assessment method was formulated to assess the integrity 

levels of the historic layers to the contemporary context. The first assessment is 

considered according to the first definition of identity area which prioritizes the 

accumulation of historical stratification the most, the second assessment is developed 

by considering the second definition of identity areas which is associated with 

identity areas of each historic period which reflects the beliefs, lifestyles, 

architectural and planning habits the best.  

Accordingly, the assessment for identity areas of each historic layer necessitates an 

area-based approach since the close periods to the current context remain as areas or 

neighborhoods rather than single objects as in the case of antique layer. As a result, 

this assessment is more general and area-based, and called as ñgeneral integration 

assessmentò. For the second assessment, since the identity area for multi-layeredness 

is naturally specific nodes where horizontal and vertical stratification is perceived, 

the area mostly allows building / edifice-based assessments with detailed inputs. As 

a result, the integration assessment for that area is called as ñextended integration 

assessmentò.  
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Figure 2.12. Physical Integration Concepts coming from the Literature 
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Figure 2.14. Visual Integration Concepts coming from the Literature 
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0 | Completely disintegrated: The area is completely lost, so it is not intact and 

wholeness is completely distorted. 

1a | Considerably disintegrated: Major losses in the tissue/asset, there are only 

some traces of the heritage asset, it is not an element of the whole, and wholeness is 

illegible. 

1b | Considerably disintegrated: Major losses in the tissue/asset, but the lost parts 

have been reproduced but could not become an element of the whole, the wholeness 

and integrity get harmed. 

2a | Partially integrated: Some parts of heritage asset/tissue are intact and some of 

them scattered/have been lost, wholeness is distorted but legible. 

2b | Partially integrated:  Major parts of the heritage asset/area is lost, but the 

remaining parts became a part of the new whole (with the new historic layer 

components) not in line with the identity of the place but changing its identity 

significant for the city 

3a | Considerably integrated: Major losses in the tissue / asset, but the lost parts 

have been reproduced and have become an element of the whole, the wholeness is 

legible 

3b | Considerably integrated: Minor losses in the tissue, most of the parts of 

heritage asset / tissue are intact and it constitutes an element of its setting and 

wholeness 

3c | Considerably integrated: Major/minor losses in the tissue / asset, but the 

existing parts became a part of the new whole (with the new historic layer 

components) in line with the significance of the place. 

4 | Completely integrated: The heritage asset is completely intact and forms part of 

its setting and wholeness. 

For the uses dimension of functional assessment, the assessment is created as 

follows: 
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For the users dimension of functional assessment, the assessment is created as 

follows: 

0 | Completely disintegrated: The area is completely lost, so the users does not 

exist. 

1 | Considerably disintegrated: Complete loss of users of the area due to loss of 

function. / No contemporary use 

2 | Partially integrated: Major changes / losses in the original users, and the place 

is not frequently used within the daily life of the users / or the users are only a specific 

group of people. 

3a | Considerably integrated: Major changes/losses in the original users of the 

place, but the place is frequently used within the daily life of specific user groups 

3b | Considerably integrated: Minor changes/losses in the original users of the 

place, but the place is not frequently used within the daily life of users / or the users 

are only a specific group of people. 

3c | Considerably integrated: The assigned users completely continue, but the place 

allows opportunities to further integrate with other groups of citizens ïif the use 

allows- 

4a | Completely integrated: Minor/major changes/ losses in the original users of the 

place, and the place is frequently used within the daily life of different types of users 

4b | Completely integrated: The users completely continue, and the place is actively 

used by different type of users. 

For the visibility  dimension of visual assessment, the assessment is created as 

follows: 

0 | Completely disintegrated: The area is completely lost, so cannot be visually 

perceived.  
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3c |  Considerably integrated: There are major / few problems regarding the 

maintenance of the asset/site, but they do not decrease the visual attractiveness but 

contribute to its values, together with the impressiveness and monumentality of the 

heritage asset. 

4 | Completely Integrated: There is no problem related to the condition / 

maintenance, the area is totally well-kept, and the interventions for visual attraction 

considered the authentic components of the asset/area. 

For the informational  dimension of intellectual assessment, the assessment is 

created as follows: 

0 | Completely disintegrated: The area is completely lost, and there is no 

information for the public 

1 | Considerably disintegrated: There is no means of information provided 

although the identity area exists.  

2a | Partially i ntegrated: Major problems in the degree/reliability and / or 

comprehensibility of the information provided concerning the identity area. 

2b | Partially integrated: The current context has some informational linkages with 

the identity area but most of the inhabitants are not aware of it due to some problems 

in the degree of information. 

3 | Considerably integrated: Minor problems in the degree/reliability and / or 

comprehensibility of the information provided concerning the identity area. 

4 | Completely integrated: The information provided is fully comprehensive and 

reliable. 

For the interpretation & presentation  dimension of intellectual assessment, the 

assessment is created as follows: 

0 | Completely disintegrated: The area is completely lost, and there is no 

interpretation and presentation tool for the public 
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Table 2.1. Physical Integration | Wider Context Assessment 

 characteristics 

Urban Location The location is a 

touristic or central, 

enabling high presence 

of people 

the location is central 

but decay area, 

discouraging the 

presence of people 

the location is at the 

periphery or abandoned, 

less or no presence of 

people 

 quality 

Urban Texture 

Quality and 

Perception 

homogeneous texture 

containing dense 

heritage assets, 

perceived as quite 

historical 

heterogeneous texture 

containing medium 

density of heritage 

assets, perceived as 

historical 

scattered assets that do 

not have texture 

characteristics, so cannot 

be perceived as historical 

 

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows: 

0) There is no physical relationship with the cultural asset because the cultural asset 

itself does not exist. 

1) Due to the characteristics of the region it is in, the relationship between the cultural 

asset and the setting is weak, it does not add value to the area and negatively affects 

the area. 

2) Due to the characteristics of the region it is in, its relationship is neutral, it does 

not feed the area but does not negatively affect the area. 

3) Due to the characteristics of the region it is in, it has potential but its physical 

relationship with the cultural asset cannot be fully established. 

4) Due to the characteristics of the area it is in, its relationship with the area is strong, 

it positively affects the area and adds value. 

The surrounding features are also determinant in the physical integrity of the heritage 

asset with the current context by considering the access. The asset should be 

accessible from surroundings by different means of access. The presence of public 

transportation access, private vehicular access and pedestrianized access positively 

affect the heritage asset. Not only the presence but also the quality of access is 

significant which is measued by distance, modal integration, quality of the materials 
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1b) The area can be accessed by different modes, but the access quality is low, 

there is no orientation. 

2) It provides some requirements in terms of physical access, does not add value to 

the area, and needs improvement. 

2a) The area can be accessed with normal/good quality, but there are some 

problems in accessing different modes of public transport. 

2b) The area can be accessed with normal quality by different modes, but it 

does not provide a pedestrian-friendly environment. 

2c) The area can be accessed with normal quality by different modes, but it 

offers restrictions in accessing by vehicle. 

2d) There is qualified access to the area by public transport, but access by other 

modes is of normal quality. 

3) It provides many requirements in terms of physical access, has potential, and 

needs minor improvement. 

3a) Qualified access is provided by all modes, but there are few problems in 

providing a pedestrian-friendly environment. 

3b) Qualified access is provided with all modes, but there are some problems 

with vehicle access. 

3c) Most requirements are met, but there are no / insufficient physical tools to 

orient people to the area. 

4) All requirements are met in terms of physical access, it positively affects the area. 

Inner characteristics of the heritage asset / site affect the integration of the site with 

the current context to a great extent. In order for a site to be integrated with the 

current life, it should allow access inside. The level of access is associated with the 

type of ownership, type of access, physical barriers, access groups, control of 

access and inner circulation  of the site, as discussed in the literature. Depending on 
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2a) there is indirect access to the area but only some groups can access with 

money charge. 

2b) there is indirect access to the area but there are too many physical barriers 

/ paid access. 

2c) there is direct access to the area from the public area but not all groups can 

access and/or there are too many physical barriers. 

2d) there is direct access to the area from the public area but there are both 

physical barriers and controlled access. 

3) meets many requirements in terms of physical access, has potential, needs minor 

improvements 

3a) all groups have direct access to the area from the public area but the area 

offers physical barriers to access 

3b) all groups (except the disabled) have direct access to the area from the 

public area but universal access opportunities are not considered 

3c) all groups have direct access to the area from the public area but there are 

some problems in the internal circulation of the area. 

3d) all groups have direct access to the area from the public area, but access is 

controlled (time limitations or charged entrance) 

4) provides all the requirements in terms of physical access, adds value to the area 

and affects it positively. 

Another sub-heading affecting the physical integrity is integrity of the asset / site. As 

discussed in the literature section, the integrity is measured by the level of intactness 

and wholeness. Depending on different levels, the overall integrity of the site 

changes, affecting the physical integrity of the site with the current context (Table 

2.4). 
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Besides the usage, the characteristics of the users of the place also affect the 

functional integrity of the heritage places with the current context. The heritage place 

should have active users, and the users should be diversified in order to reach 

different groups of people. To provide differentiation among the users, type of users, 

age group of users and gender of the users are effective. Additionally, the usage 

frequency is important for the activeness of the heritage places. 

 

Table 2.9. Functional Integration | Inner Context | User Assessment 

F
u

n
c
ti
o

n
a

l 

c
o

n
ti
n

u
it
y  

 

Existence of 

active users Diversification level 

no 

 

yes 

 
Type of 

users 

the place is 

used by 

everyone 

including 

disabled 

the place is used 

by professionals, 

toursits and some 

local people 

the place is only used 

by a specific type of 

users such as 

professionals or 

tourists 

Age 

Group of 

users 

the place is 

used by all 

age groups 

the place is used 

by distinct age 

groups, but 

excluding elderly 

/ children 

the place is used only 

by a specific age 

group 

Gender of 

users 

the place is 

used by both 

genders 

equally 

the place is 

mostly used by 

women / men 

the place is always 

used by women / men 

 frequency 

Usage 

frequency 

the place is 

frequently 

used or 

visited 

the place is rarely 

used or visited 

 

no (-) no contemporary users 

yes (-) no need to question, the use & users continue 

 

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows: 

0) does not exist today, the users of the area are not in question 
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Table 2.10. Functional Integration | Relational Assessment 

Functional 

Interrelation 

 Level of Interrelation 

yes 

Interrelation 

of Uses 

completely 

interrelated with 

all other assets in 

the same/distinct 

historic layer as 

the function 

supports or 

compatible with 

other usages. 

interrelated with 

some assets in the 

same/distinct 

historic layer, but 

there are some 

uninterrelations 

with other assets in 

the same historic 

layer. 

The cultural 

property/area has a 

functional 

relationship with 

only few numbers 

of other assets in 

the same/distinct 

historical layer 

no (-) no functional interrelation with any heritage assets 

 

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows: 

0) The cultural asset / area does not exist today, therefore it is not possible to establish 

a functional relationship with other identity areas of the same period. 

1) The cultural asset / area has no functional relationship with other assets in the 

same or other historical layers, negatively affects period relations, needs a lot of 

improvement 

2) The cultural asset / area has a functional relationship with some of the other assets 

in the same or other historical layers that is not consciously designed, needs major 

improvement 

3) The cultural asset / area has a functional relationship with many of the other assets 

in the same or other historical layers, has potential, needs minor improvement 

4) The cultural asset / area has a functional relationship with all of the other assets in 

the same or other historical layers, positively affects period relations, needs no 

improvement 

Considering the visual integration of heritage asset with its context, like the other 

aspects, the wider setting attributes might affect the heritage asset. The visual 

characteristics and quality of the setting that the heritage asset is situated, 

visibility of the heritage from its setting as a reference point and visual range 
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Accordingly, the assessment is as follows: 

0) does not exist today, the visibility of the area is out of question 

1) does not meet any requirements in terms of visibility, negatively affects the area, 

needs a lot of improvement. 

2) meets some requirements in terms of visibility, does not add value to the area, 

needs a lot of improvement. 

2a) although the area is visible during the day in terms of its relationship with 

the public area, there are major obstacles that prevent its visibility inside the 

area. 

2b) although the area is visible during the day in terms of its relationship with 

the public area, the barrier around the area prevents the visual relationship. 

3) meets many requirements in terms of visibility, has potential, needs minor 

improvement 

3a) the area is visible in terms of its relationship with the public area, does not 

prevent visibility, but there is a problem with the visibility of the entrance 

points of the area. 

3b) the area is visible in terms of its relationship with the public area, does not 

prevent visibility, but there is a problem with night visibility. 

4) meets all requirements in terms of visibility, positively affects the area, does not 

need improvement. 

Another aspect influencing the visual integrity of the heritage with its context is the 

visual attractiveness of the heritage site itself. The visual attractiveness level is 

affected by the physical condition of the asset, the maintenance of the asset and 

its area, maintenance of the entrance/interface, visual impresiveness / 

monumentality of the site and the design of the asset/site. 
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2c) conservation-maintenance works in the area are sufficient, but they were 

done without considering the authentic features of the building/area, reducing 

its attractiveness. 

3) meets many requirements in terms of visual appeal, has potential, needs minor 

improvement 

3a) the area is sufficient in terms of conservation-maintenance works, it is well-

maintained, but there are some minor problems on the exterior/entrance of the 

area. 

3b) the area is sufficient in terms of conservation-maintenance, it is well-

maintained, but there are some problems in terms of design. 

3c) although the area is insufficient in terms of conservation-maintenance, the 

visual features of the area (patina or monumental features) provide its 

attractiveness. 

4) It meets all the requirements in terms of visual attractiveness, has a positive effect 

on the area, and does not need improvement. 

The visual relationship that the cultural heritage sets with the other heritage assets is 

important for perceiving the relationships among the visual features of the heritage 

assets. For this, the scale of the visual contact with other heritage assets is 

important. The more visual contact is provided, the more the visual relationship 

between the heritage assets are set, and this situation enhances the perceptibility of 

the multi-layered character. 
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be measured by the degree of information, effective placement of presentation 

tools in well-known places and design and quality of presentation tools. 

Table 2.16. Intellectual Integration | Wider Context Assessment 

existence  of 

information 

tools in the 

wider setting level 

yes 

Degree of 

information  

information 

includes name / 

history / value of 

the area, whole 

components 

(inaccessible), the 

connections with 

other heritage 

assets. 

information includes 

name / history, but 

value / connections 

with other heritage 

assets is lacking 

information 

contains 

only the 

name of the 

site/heritage 

asset. 

Effective 

placement of 

presentation 

tools in well-

known places 

most of the well-

known nodes of 

the city contain 

informative tools 

regarding heritage 

asset 

few of the well-

known places 

contain informative 

tools regarding 

heritage asset 

 

design and 

quality  of 

presentation 

tools 

the design of the 

tools are qualified 

and catch 

attention of the 

people 

the design of the 

tools are not 

qualified and not 

eye-catching 

regarding the people 

in public spaces 

 

no (-) no information concerning the cultural heritage 

 

Accordingly, the assessment is as follows: 

0) the cultural asset itself does not exist and there is no awareness of the cultural 

asset and no presentation of information for users. 

1) the setting is completely inadequate in terms of awareness and providing 

information to inhabitants about the area, does not add value to the area and 

negatively affects it. 

2) the setting is at a medium level in terms of awareness and providing information 

to inhabitants about the area, does not contribute much to the cultural asset but does 

not negatively affect it. 
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0) the cultural asset itself does not exist and there is no information / presentation in 

the surrounding context. 

1) information within the surrounding environment does not meet any requirements 

in terms of presentation and interpretation, negatively affects the area, needs a lot of 

improvement. 

2) the surrounding environment provides very few requirements in terms of 

presentation and interpretation, does not add value to the area, needs major 

improvement 

2a) there are limited informative tools about the area in the environment, but 

the level of detail is weak and/or the immediate environment relations have not 

been considered. 

2b) there are limited informative tools about the area in the environment, and 

the presentation techniques and design quality are low. 

3) the surrounding environment provides many requirements in terms of presentation 

and interpretation, has potential, needs minor improvement 

3a) there are sufficient informative tools about the area in the environment and 

at a detailed level, but the environment-context relations have not been 

sufficiently considered. 

3b) there are sufficient informative tools about the area in the environment and 

at a detailed level, but the presentation techniques and design quality are low. 

4) the surrounding environment provides all requirements in terms of presentation 

and interpretation, positively affects the area and does not need improvement 

The heritage asset/area itself has many tools to provide intellectual integration, both 

regarding the information and presentation and interpretation. Considering the first 

aspect which is informational integration, the presence of information regarding 
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2) meets some requirements in terms of information, does not add value to the area, 

needs a lot of improvement 

2a) information about the area is available but its level and/or reliability is low, 

not sufficient (only the name is available). 

2b) the information about the area is available but it is not sufficient, it does 

not provide a universal perception of the information and there is no awareness 

raising initiative. 

3) meets many requirements in terms of information, has potential, needs minor 

improvement 

3a) there are sufficient tools that provide comprehensive and reliable 

information about the area, but there is no information about the parts that have 

disappeared today. 

3b) there are sufficient tools that provide comprehensive and reliable 

information about the area, but there is no awareness-raising initiative in the 

area. 

3c) there are sufficient tools that provide comprehensive and reliable 

information about the area, but there are no ex-situ applications for 

information. 

4) meets all requirements in terms of information, positively affects the area, does 

not need improvement. 

Not only the information but also the presentation and interpretation of information 

is of equal significance since they ease the perception of the information by the 

general public. As a result, presence of interpretation and presentation is important. 

The level of intellectual integration regarding presentation and interpretation is 

affected by the variety and adequacy of tools, effectiveness of the tools, quality 

of the tools and inclusivity of the tools.  
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2a) information about the area is only presented ex-situ, there is no in-situ 

presentation. 

2b) there is no ex-situ presentation about the field, there is in-situ presentation 

and interpretation but it is not at a sufficient level, the quality of the 

presentation equipment is low. 

2c) there is no ex-situ presentation about the field, there is in-situ presentation 

and interpretation but it is not at a sufficient level, and it does not appeal to 

different user groups. 

3) meets many requirements in terms of presentation and interpretation, has 

potentials, needs minor improvement. 

3a) The interpretation and presentation of in-situ information about the field is 

effective and provided with different techniques, but there is no ex-situ 

presentation or it is not sufficient. 

3b) The interpretation and presentation of in-situ information about the area is 

effective and made with different techniques, but different user groups are not 

considered. 

3c) The interpretation and presentation of in-situ information about the area is 

effective and made with different techniques, but there are minor problems in 

the quality of the presentation tools. 

4) It meets all the requirements in terms of presentation and interpretation, positively 

affects the area, there is no need for improvement 

In order to provide intellectual relationship between the heritage assets, there should 

be linkages of information. To achieve this, a heritage asset should consider the 

other assets in the presentation and interpretation activities. As a results, the 

presence of informational tools considering the other assets and the relations between 

them is required. 
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which prevents self-sufficiency and sustainability activities such as agriculture, 

Ankara continued its existence on the plains; therefore, it has remained at the 

intersection of significant transportation axes and preserved its geo-political 

importance. These opportunities that geography provided like the abundance of 

water resources of the mountains, the moderate climate in dry seasons, and the 

closeness of agricultural areas were the main factors that made the Central Plateau a 

liveable area throughout history (Baykan, 2012).  

Ankaraôs settlement area is shaped by the topographic system which is mostly 

characterized by the Kºroĵlu Mountain remaining at the north, and the other 

mountain arms separated from the Kºroĵlu Mountain, namely Ayaĸ Mountain at the 

west section, Mire Mountain at the north section, Karyaĵdē Mountain in the middle, 

Ķdris Mountain in the East and Elmadaĵ Mountain in the south (Aydēn et al., 2005; 

Ayhan Ko­yiĵit, 2018). Also, the location of the city is very close to important water 

resources, namely the Kēzēlērmak and Sakarya Rivers, and it possesses the Ankara 

Stream, Ķmrahor Stream, and ¢ubuk Stream, essential in creating the valley plains 

full of fertile lands.  

By being limited with these mountain ranges, Ankaraôs settlement area remains 

between Mogan plain in the south, ¢ubuk plain in the north and Eng¿r¿ & M¿rted 

plains in the west direction (Levent, 2007). Erol (1973) stated that the area that the 

city is located presents a variety of geomorphologic structures like valley floors, 

higher and lower terraces, and all levels of plateaus (high, medium and low levels) 

(as cited in Levent, 2007). Within this variety of landforms as valleys and slopes 

creating a distinct microclimate, fertile areas emerged which also consist flora and 

fauna species specific to Ankara plain (Aydēn et al., 2005).  
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Figure 3.2. Important Transportation and Trade Routes pass by Ankara throughout 

history (source: Aydēn et al., 2005)  

 

The region's diverse geological, geographical and geopolitical features have enabled 

Ankara to maintain its existence throughout history. Since its foundation, Ankara has 

been continuously inhabited by a succession of civilizations, each with its own 

culture. These include the Hellenes, Romans, Arabs, Christians, Muslims and finally 

the Turks (Akt¿re, 1984). According to Akt¿re (1984), these different civilizations 

played an important role in the development of Ankara, each leaving a distinctive 

impact on the city's socio-economic and physical aspects in accordance with their 

cultural norms, lifestyles and habits. 

Furthermore, it is evident that the modern city of Ankara was established upon the 

ancient city of Ancyra, providing a vertical historical continuity in the urban space 

(Bulu­, 1994). When considering the historical settlement area of Ankara in the 
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development, resulting in the discovery of historical traces from distinct periods 

during the construction process (Bulu­, 1994). The existing physical evidence, which 

is limited in number, indicates that the civilizations that inhabited and settled around 

Ankara began with the Paleolithic Age and continued through the Phrygians, 

Galatians, Lydians and Persians, with only a few traces remaining. The Roman, 

Byzantine, Seljukid, Ottoman and Turkish Republic periods are also represented in 

the archaeological record (Bulu­, 1994; Akt¿re, 1984). The archaeological evidence 

discovered in the vicinity of Ankara Castle and the ¢ubuk River substantiates the 

assertion that the historical continuity of settlements in Ankara has been 

uninterrupted since the Neolithic Age (Renda et al., 2004). Furthermore, it is evident 

that the modern city of Ankara is situated upon the ancient site of Ancyra, thereby 

providing a vertical historical continuity in the urban landscape (Bulu­, 1994). 

3.2.1 Ankara Before Phrygians 

The findings unearthed as a result of various excavations in Ankara and its 

surroundings, currently exhibited in the Museum of Anatolian Civilisations and the 

Mineral Research and Exploration Institute Museum, prove that Ankara and its 

vicinity were areas of rich cultural life in the Palaeolithic Period around 12000 BC 

(Erdoĵan et al., 2007a). Despite the lack of architectural remains to document settled 

life during the Neolithic Period (7500-5500 BC), which marked the transition from 

nomadic to settled communities, findings around Ankara Castle indicate that 

settlement life in Ankara was not interrupted (Renda et al., 2004). During the 

Calcholitic Period (5500-3000 BC), which marked a shift towards more developed 

villages, a number of settlements emerged in the vicinity of Ankara as a result of 

excavation. Amongst these are Karaoĵlan mound, Yazērhºy¿k, Ayvaz I-II mound, 

Beynam mound, ¢eltikli mound, Durupēnar mound, Dutluca mound, Sincan mound 

(Renda et al., 2004; Erdoĵan et al., 2007a). 

Throughout the Bronze Age which was characterized by the agricultural based 

village life in the beginning and then characterized by emerging city-states and city 
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Hittite political presence, which initiated the Iron Age. It is evident that Ankara also 

experienced an era referred to as the 'dark period' (1190-780 B.C.), which lasted for 

centuries and is characterised by a lack of written documentation (Aydēn et al., 2005; 

Renda et al., 2004). Despite the discovery of traces of settlements from the 

prehistoric era, the foundation of Ankara is believed to have been established by the 

Phrygians in the 8th century BC (Alanyalē Aral, 2017). The lack of sufficient 

physical evidence within the city to date back the foundation to the Hittite Period is 

a contributing factor to this hypothesis (Mutlu, 2012). 

3.2.2 Pre-Historic Period: Phrygians 

The Phrygians in and around Ankara re-established political unity in 8 and 7 BC. 

This is corroborated by both archaeological evidence and ancient written sources 

(Akt¿re, 1984; Renda et al., 2004). In addition to the archaeological evidence, 

written documents and myths also indicate that the Phrygians were the founders of 

Ankara. (Aydēn et al., 2005). Pausanias, a prominent writer from antiquity, also 

provides insight into the history of Ankara in his writings. He states that Ankyra was 

established by Midas, the son of Gordion, and that it was a Phyrigian city (Bulu­, 

1994). Nevertheless, the reliability of ancient sources is not absolute, as they can be 

inconsistent with one another on some points. For example, other ancient writers, 

such as Stephanus and Apollonius, have proposed that the foundation of Ankara city 

dates back to the Galatian Period, which follows the Phrygians in that part of 

Anatolia and the surrounding region (Bulu­, 1994).  

The centre of Phrygian civilisation and political presence was the city of Gordion, 

which is now connected to the Polatlē district of Ankara. Therefore, the traces of the 

Phrygian culture, especially the burial mounds, were concentrated in Gordion and its 

close surroundings (Aydēn et al., 2005). It can also be inferred that Ankyra was also 

an important Phrygian city, no less than Gordion, based on the quality of the traces, 

considering the information obtained from the excavations of the tumuli in Ankara. 

Aydēn et al. (2005) also stated that Ankyra was the second most important Phrygian 
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1943, the foundations of houses belonging to the Old and Late Phrygian periods were 

unearthed. Furthermore, the Phrygian layer was identified beneath the Roman road 

that was unearthed during the reconstruction of Ulus Bazaar (Alanyalē Aral, 2017). 

Additionally, during the archaeological excavations conducted for research or 

infrastructural purposes, ceramics dating back to the Phrygian era were encountered 

in the lower layers of the Great Roman Bath, Anētkabir tumuli, the eastern part of 

¢ankērē Street in the vicinity of the Roman Bath, and the small Roman Bath in 

Soĵukkuyu, Ķtfaiye Square located between Hacēbayram Hill and Ķsmetpaĸa, as well 

as the Turkish Historical Association and Dēĸkapē-Cebeci Road (Alanyalē Aral, 

2017; Aydēn et al., 2005; Bulu­, 1994).  

While some historians have proposed that the Phrygian settlement area may have 

extended to the present-day citadel, the archaeological evidence from the research 

conducted by Remzi Oĵuz Arēk does not support this hypothesis. In fact, no physical 

traces of Phrygian activity have been discovered in or around the citadel itself (Aydēn 

et al., 2005). Furthermore, there is a lack of evidence from ancient sources or other 

excavations pertaining to the Phrygian civilisation in the area. It can therefore be 

concluded that the Phrygian settlement area did not include the Citadel and its 

immediate vicinity. This is because the excavations conducted in the Augustus 

Temple revealed the presence of a wall surrounding the site, which can be attributed 

to the Phrygian civilisation. This wall has been identified as the Citadel of the 

Phrygian Period (Aydēn et al., 2005; Erdoĵan et al., 2007a).  

Considering the recent excavations, Bulu­ (1994) states that the settlement area of 

the Phrygian civilization was located in the plain under the Hacēbayram Hill. Based 

on the information regarding excavations mentioned above, it is generally accepted 

that the settlement area of the Phrygian period was located in todayôs Ulus, on the 

hill of Hacē Bayram Mosque and its skirts, including ¢ankērēkapē mound (Alanyalē 

Aral, 2017; Ayhan Ko­yiĵit, 2018). According to the findings, the settlement area of 

the Phrygian city spread from the temple of Augustus mound (with the finding area 

on the road from Hacē Bayram hill to Ķsmetpaĸa) to the west-southwest, to include 
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Besides the settlement area of the Phrygian civilization, the most important traces 

from this period were called as tumuli, where the important people were buried by 

using stone or wood and covered with accumulated soil (Erdoĵan et al., 2007a). It is 

observed that these artificial hills, which were the cemetery of the Phrygian ruling 

class, were built at the end of a natural ridge to make them look more magnificent 

(Bulu­, 1994). After Gordion and Kerkenezdaĵ which have around 100 and 70 

tumuli respectively, Ankara comes as the third most important Phrygian settlement 

with around 30 tumuli discovered so far (Alanyalē Aral, 2017; Aydēn et al., 2005; 

Bulu­, 1994).  

The first documentation of Ankara tumuli is in Ernest Chantre's book, Mission en 

Cappadoce, 1893-1894, published in 1898. The eleven northern tumuli observed by 

Chantre, one of which was excavated and photographed, were not discussed in later 

periods (Alanyalē Aral, 2017). Until the beginning of 1980, the west tumuli area was 

observed within the area between Anētkabir and todayôs State Cemetery. In the 

article of R. Campbell-Thompson in 1910, in the map prepared by Thompson, it can 

be observed that sixteen tumuli exist within the central part of the city, in the west 

part of todayôs train station.  The remaining 4 tumuli were later discovered by the 

METU team in 1967 (Alanyalē Aral, 2017). Moreover, based on the excavations 

done by Makridi and Koĸay, it has been discovered that one tumulus is located in 

Atat¿rk Forest Farm (Aydēn et al., 2005). Furthermore, as indicated in Thompsonôs 

map, four tumuli exist in Anēttepe where Anētkabir is located today (Aydēn et al., 

2005). The existence of 8 tumuli was also proven in the north section of the historic 

settlement area. 
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and hippodrome (next to the Augustus Temple), Marketplace (agora), colonnaded 

road (between Augustus temple and ¢ankērēkapē), Great Roman Bath, Zeus Temple 

and Zeus Taenos Temple. (Akt¿re, 1984; Erdoĵan et al., 2007a). Furthermore, the 

sources indicate the existence of a Roman fountain building (nymphaeum), a dam, a 

residence (situated at the intersection of Konya and Iĸēklar streets), and a bath 

beneath Ulus Ķĸhanē. Notwithstanding the considerable number of structures that 

have been identified, there have been only a few instances of the discovery of 

Roman-period structures through archaeological excavation, and these have been 

located within the present context. These include the Column of Julianus, the Temple 

of Augustus, the Theatre, the Roman Bath and the Small Bath, as well as Cardo 

Maximus (Yurdug¿zel, 2017). The excavations have revealed these structures, and 

understanding the relationship between them in terms of space and configuration is 

as important as the identification of individual monumental structures. This is 

because it enables to gain insight into the way of life of the people who lived in this 

period.  

The development of the city was shaped by the history of the city's most famous and 

oldest building, namely the Temple of Augustus and Rome, situated in close 

proximity to the Hacē Bayram Mosque in Ulus (Kadēoĵlu et al., 2011). The research 

findings indicate that the construction of the Temple of Augustus was completed in 

14 AD. The text of the achievements of Emperor Augustus, Res Gestae Divi Augusti, 

was inscribed in both Latin and Greek on the temple walls as a very large inscription 

(Kadēoĵlu et al., 2011). Consequently, Hacēbayram Hill, the site of the Augustus 

Temple, retained its religious significance through the establishment of the Men-

Kybele Temple. The presence of ceramics dating back to the Phrygian Period in the 

area provides compelling evidence for this continuity. It can be argued that the 

Hacēbayram Hill can be considered the Roman equivalent of the Acropolis in Ankara 

(Aydēn et al., 2005). Consequently, the Acropolis area is situated between the Roman 

theatre and the Roman Bath area, which are located at almost equal distances from 

these focal points. This temple and its surrounding area, namely Hacēbayram Hill, 
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the western side of Cardo Maximus is identified as the Palatium, or a bath structure. 

Subsequently, in the northern direction, it linked the nearby structures, including a 

monumental fountain, the Julianus Column, the Grand Bath, the Palestra, and the 

Stadium. In regard to the location of the Agora, which served as the commercial and 

social hub of ancient Roman cities, it is believed that the area situated between the 

Governor's Office in Ulus Government Square and the Ķĸbank Building (west of 

Roman Street) may have been the site of the Agora. This assumption is based on the 

observation that monumental columns were typically constructed along both sides 

of the agora, as well as in its immediate vicinity and along major roads. 

Consequently, it can be inferred that the Ankyra monumental column (Julian-Belkēz 

Column) was erected in the agora's immediate vicinity. This suggests that the 

aforementioned area was also a significant commercial and social hub of Roman 

Ankyra. 

The discovery of additional segments of Cardo Maximus during other archaeological 

excavations enabled researchers to ascertain its approximate length. Kadēoĵlu et al. 

(2011) propose that the total length of the street is 216 meters. The ceramic findings, 

which date from the 1st century BC to the 1st century AD, indicate that the 

construction of Cardo Maximus was completed by the late 1st century AD (Kadēoĵlu 

et al., 2011). The opus sectile flooring of the Stoa is dated to the early Byzantine 

period (5th/6th century AD) on the basis of its characteristics and the existence of 

similar examples in other ancient cities in Anatolia. Furthermore, an Anastasius 

(491-518 A.D.) coin was discovered immediately beneath the floor during the 

removal of the opus sectile panels, providing additional evidence that the opus sectile 

dates to the same period. This information indicates that the opus sectile flooring was 

constructed at the end of the 5th and the beginning of the 6th century AD. 

Consequently, Cardo Maximus, the primary axis of the city, was in use prior to the 

reign of Emperor Augustus and remained so throughout the Byzantine period 

(Kadēoĵlu & Gºrkay, 2007).  

A colonnaded street was discovered at the southeast corner of Palestra, which is 

thought to have belonged to Large Bath. It was elongated in a northwest-southeast 
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